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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: discussed strategies for overcoming the oustanding rejections(s). To 
overcome the double patenting rejection, Mr. Evans proposed amending claim 1 to include the limitation wherein 0.1 to 
20% of the ion exchanger is neutralized (page 22 of specification has a showing of improved selectivity for C8 when 
the ion exchanger is partially neutralized). It was also proposed to amend claim 1 wherein principal C4 is isobutene 
and to amend claim 15 wherein principal C4 is 1-butene. None of the proposed amendments would overcome the 
outstanding rejections. 



3 



